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Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it exceeds the maximum 
number of words. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

The described computer-readable control program and storage medium storing a 
computer-readable control program in claims 21-22 do not qualify under a statutory 
category of patent eligible subject matter. For example, claim 21 is directed to a 
computer-readable control program, and fails to claim the program recorded on an 
appropriate computer readable medium so as to be structurally and functionally 
interrelated to the medium and permit the function of the claimed invention to be 
realized. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,3, 11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Suga et al (US 6,31 3,875). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 1 1, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus {Fig. 2) 
and method of controlling the same, comprising: an image pickup device (Fig. 2 
reference number 105); a recording device that records image data photographed by 
said image pickup device (Fig. 2 reference number 108 and Col 4 Lines 61-62); a 
display device that displays the image data recorded by said recording device (Fig. 2 
reference number 126 and Col 5 Lines 35-36); a communication device that is 
connectable to a plurality of image pickup apparatuses (Fig. 2 reference numbers 116 
and 125), for transmitting and receiving the recorded image data (Col 5 Lines 16-21 and 
Col 5 Lines 59-62); an allotting device that allots unique apparatus information for 
identifying the image pickup apparatus to the photographed image data (Fig. 2 
reference number 122, the system control circuit acts as an allotting device to allot 
unique identifying information to image data as seen in Fig. 5 and Col 7 Lines 15-18); 
and a control device (Fig. 2 reference number 122) that provides control to cause said 
display device to display the image data received by said communication device from 
respective ones of the plurality of image pickup apparatuses and the image data 
recorded by said recording device, using the unique apparatus information, in a manner 
such that the image data received by said communication device from respective ones 
of the plurality of image pickup apparatuses and the image data recorded by said 
recording device can be distinguished from one another (Fig. 5 and Fig. 1 Terminal 
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Station A both show the display of the image pickup apparatus with a plurality of images 
from the various image pickup devices and can be distinguished from one another by 
the label on the title bar of each image). 

Regarding Claims 3 and 13, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus according 
to claim 1 and method of controlling the same, wherein said control device provides 
control to cause said display device to display the image data received by said 
communication device from respective ones of the plurality of image pickup 
apparatuses and the image data recorded by said recording device, with icons different 
from each other added thereto {Fig. 5 shows icons on the title bar of each image, 
different from each other for each image which corresponds to the name identifying the 
camera the image came from. Specifically, the alphanumeric symbols such as A-1 are 
icons, or symbols). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 12, 21, and 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suga et al (US 6,313,875). 

Regarding Claims 2 and 12, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus according 
to claim 1 and method of controlling the same, wherein said control device provides 
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control to cause said display device to display the image data received by said 
communication device from respective ones of the plurality of image pickup 
apparatuses and the image data recorded by said recording device, with frames of 
respective different colors added thereto. 

Although Suga fails to specifically teach the color of the frame to distinguish the 
various image pickup apparatuses, Suga does teach using an alphanumeric label or 
icon in the frame (i.e. input A-X or B-X in Fig. 1 and 5) to distinguish which image 
pickup apparatus the image came from. Thus Suga has shown that it is well known 
and necessary to clearly display to the user which input device supplies which picture. 
Since the functionality of the inventive concept is shown in Suga, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to use another 
distinguishing feature, such as a color border to allow users to greater express their 
creativity or artistic personality. Moreover, the patentability of such non-functional 
descriptive material is considered obvious since it lacks criticality to the inventive 
concept. For example, the use of "A", "B", and M C" versus the use of "1", "2", "3", or the 
use of striped, solid, and polka dot borders versus the use of blue, green, and 
chartreuse colored borders to represent the various image pickup device inputs, will 
not modify the inventive concept. 

Regarding Claims 21 and 22, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the teachings of Suga to the form of a computer readable program 
and storage medium storing computer readable program. Suga teaches all the claim 
limitations of the control program. 
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5. Claims 4-6, 9-10,14-16, and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suga et al. (US 6,313,875) in view of Enright et al. (US 6,583,813). 

Regarding Claims 4-5, and 14-15, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus 
according to claim 1 and method of controlling the same, wherein said control device 
provides control to cause said display device to display images from the various 
connected image pickup devices. Suga fails to teach the manipulation and selection of 
the inputted images. 

Enright teaches a network of cameras where the collective inputs can be 
manipulated and selected on a main display (Fig. 61 and 62). From the display, the 
user can select image data out of the collective inputted image data. Fig. 61 box 
number 3 shows a user interface where the user can select for example all images 
taken in response to an alarm trigger. This allows the user to select only the images 
he wants to display (Co/ 54 Lines 66-67 through Col 55 Line 7 and Col 55 Lines 31-33). 
The user is also capable of displaying only image data photographed by a same image 
pickup apparatus as seen in Fig. 61 box number 2. For example in box 2, the user can 
select Camera #1 and display images taken by Camera #1 only. See Col 55 Lines 33- 
36 for general case. 

Since Suga is silent on details of manipulation and selection of the collective 
image data inputted by the various image pickup devices, one would look to prior art 
for such details, such as the teachings of Enright. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the teaching of Suga by 
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adding the features of selection and manipulation taught by Enright because it would 
allow practical functionality and optimize range of user customizations when dealing 
with storage and display of inputted images from a number of cameras 

Regarding Claims 6, 9, 16, and 19, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus 
according to claim 1 and method of controlling the same, comprising an image number 
allotting device that allots an identifying symbol corresponding to teach input image 
pickup device, and displays one image per pickup device in Fig. 5, but fails to show a 
unique number from the number allotting device or system control when more than one 
image is displayed. 

Enright teaches each image with an image number for identifying image data to 
the photographed image data as seen in Fig. 68 an image number is displayed as part 
of a file name with a jpg extension. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the number allotting device taught by Suga to not only allot a 
number on each image corresponding to the input device it came from, but to use the 
teaching of Enright to allow the number allotting device to also allot a unique number 
for each image and save it as the file name. 

Regarding Claims 10 and 20, Suga teaches an image pickup apparatus 
according to claim 6 and method of controlling the same but fails to teach the 
limitations of Claim 10. 
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Enright teaches a system where multiple surveillance cameras input image data 
to a main apparatus. Fig. 68 shows an image that is received from a surveillance 
camera and recorded to the main apparatus where only one, or the same, image 
number has been allotted to the received and recorded image of Fig. 68. Fig. 71 
shows a control panel to control the control hardware, or device, which provides control 
to compare the photographed times as seen below the images in Fig. 71. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Suga with the teaching of Enright by allowing the 
control to device to compare the photographed times of the recorded and received 
images, because it would help the user organize and manage images as well as be 
able to correspond images with time reference for various data organization and 
analysis purposes. 

6. Claims 7,8,10,17,18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Suga et al. (US 6,313,875) in view of Enright et al. (US 6,583,813), 
further in view of Hatanaka (US 6438320) 

Regarding Claims 7,8, 17, and 18, Suga in view of Enright teaches an image 
pickup apparatus according to claim 6 and method of controlling the same, but fails to 
teach the limitations of Claim 7 wherein said control device is operable when image 
data is received after the image number has been allotted, to provide control to cause 
said image number allotting device to allot an image number different from the image 
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number allotted to the received image data and then record the received image data. 
Since Suga is silent on handling and management of image numbers allotted to the 
input devices versus the image numbers to be allotted by the main apparatus of Claim 
1 , the problem arises that the same image number could be allotted to two different 
images from two different input devices being inputted into the main apparatus of Claim 
1 . One of ordinary skill in the art would look to prior art for details regarding the stated 
problem. 

Hatanaka teaches a file management system for managing images by assigning 
an image name, which will prevent the same image or file name from being assigned 
twice. Hatanaka teaches that it is well known in the art that two files of the same 
name, where files correspond to the image number, can exist when recording images 
from an electronic camera to another apparatus with a recording medium (Co/ 1 Lines 
20-24). Hatanaka further teaches that when an image is transferred from an electronic 
camera to the destination apparatus which records it, a file with the same name could 
already exist and this apparatus with recording medium will cause the image number, 
or file name, to be changed. In this example this is accomplished via user prompt and 
input (Col 1 Lines 29-36). Hatanaka therefore teaches that it is well known in the art 
for an apparatus with recording medium which receives image data from electronic 
cameras to have the capability of causing the image to be recorded to have a different 
image number than the incoming image number of the image photographed from the 
input camera device. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teaching of Suga in view of Enright with the teaching of 
Hatanaka to allow the control device to provide control to cause the image number 
allotting device to allot an image number different than the photographed received 
image because this would catch and prevent two different images with the same file 
name from two different input devices from being stored in the main apparatus of Claim 
1. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Moezzi et al. (US 5850352), Yonezawa et al. (US 6266082), 
Ramirez Diaz et al. (US 6476858), Itoh et al. (US 7136093), Oya et al. (US 6208379), 
Manico et al. (US 6628326), Oka et al. (US 7199820), Kiyokawa (US 6204877), 
Morimoto et al. (US 6774935), Misue et al. (US 6424373), Inagaki (US 6580458), 
Namma et al. (US 61821 16), and Tomat et al. (US 6784925). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amy Hsu whose telephone number is 571-270-3012. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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